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HE many Slurs thrown by Mr. Lucas on 
the late Sir Samuel Cooke, have been b 
his Family treared with that contem 
ous Silence they deſerved. But as the 

reel Attacks of this Reputation - Tearer carry 
an Air of Triumph to the Eyes of his undiſcerning 
Adherents; and ſeem to argue an Impoſſibility of 
anſwering on the other Side. A Love of Truth, 
and 4 juſt Diſdin againſt a Man, who ſtops at no 
Falſhood ro gain his wicked Ends, incites me to 
clear (What was never till now imagined neceſſary) 
rhe Conduct of the late Sir Samuel Cooke; and thns 
1 do not in regard of the contemptible Calumnia- 
tor, but of thoſe weak Minds, that incline to doubt 
from his malicious Aſſeverations. | 


ut 


Az Mr, 


Mr. Lucas after having ranfack'd and turned inſide 
bur the Character of Sir Samuel, we do not find that 
he could lay any thing perſonal to his Charge, other 
than that he was and that he was not an Alderman : 
But a perſon of Mr. Lucas's Sagacity..cquld not 
be long ig fecking Means to ſupply tbær Diſap- 
pointment, to this purpoſe he turns to his Hiſ- 
tory- Book, and quickly found out, that the late 
Sir Samuel, Father to the: preſm, was for the Sins 
of his Fore- Fathers condemn'd to be Lord Mayor of 
the City of Dablin, about the End of the Reign of 
the late Queen Aune; and duly confidering- What 
paſs d in thoſe Days, and that no Perſon of any 
Note cicaped Cenſure from one Party or the other, 

he goes on with his ſearch, and finds that Sir Sa- 
wel the Father had undergone a Cenſure of the 
Houſe of Commons of fgfexd: in the Vear 1716, 
and with this Brand be endeavours to ſtigmatiſe 
rhe Son. B 
Mien, whs conſider the deplorable Effects ot Di- 
viſions and Factions in theſe Nations, ſor how 
many Ages we have began, ſometimes the Pity, apd 
again the; Ridicule or Abhorrence of cur Mig . 
bours, who ſaw us red with the Blood of our Prin- 
ces and Nobility, one Party prevailing to Day, and 
ſent tu the Scaffold or to Exile the Morrow, when 
| it happen'd:that the moſt knowing among ſt us could 
| give but a very, imperſect Account of the Caule of 
| all this Tumult and Bloodſhed, when in the bright» 
eſt Sun ſhine of Proſperity, Rebellion hath arm'd 
| its Hand againſt its Sovereign; when thoſe Things 
| are conſidered, -. but conſidered as, thro! the Fa- 


* vour of God, over and paſt, protoundeſt Tranqui- 
-lity enſuing, the very Names of Diſtinction loſt 
: amongſt- us; what are we /to think of the Van, 

who buſics himſelf and labours to revive thole Ca- 

lamities. Whig and Tory, it is not in the Power | 
of all his Aſſa-favtida to revive; but he glories in 
. + baving forged new Teims of Diſtinction.— Con- 
F | titutioniſt 


ved, behaved uncxceprionably as a Magiſlrate du- 


& 5 3 
ſtituttoniſt and Anti- contitutioniſt he hopes will 
do as well, — He has, indeed, given them their 
Titule, bur happy it is for the People be hagnorhing 
elſe to giye chem to quarrel abour. 
la not fond of paſſing much of my Time in 
Church - Yards, or amor Grave-ſtones ind Monu- 
ments, time enough T think when it ſhall come to 
ny turn; mean While L Would had I my choiee, 
eaye ſuch Amuſements rot hoſe who'may look on 
ſuch | 15 4s Records or Trophies of their Victo- 
ries ; But Mr. Lucas's Behaviour in his Applications 
for, Fayohr to the Citizens, having refolved”thar 
nejther Livin or Dead ſhall eſcape him, hath com- 
elbd me to be more ſerious than is common with 


me: and to undertake,” what 1 wiſh I were better 


qualified for; to reſcur the Characters of both out 
of his Clutches. ; | ge? 
Could the Dead, ſpeak” for themſelves, perhaps a 
great many of them might tell fad Tales of Mr. 


Lucas; but as he knows they cannot, he takes 


Freedom which otherwiſe in Diſeretion he would 
not venture ro do. The late Sir Samuel Cagke, hows 
ever, I believe would nor have any thing to al- 


ledge again him, -becauſe I' doubr if they were 


ed, tho* Mr, Lucas it ſeems has found 


acquain 


Matter to object againſt him, which Matter | thall 
endeavour to clear up and repreſent in as impartial 


a Light as I am able, and becauſe this Affair is ta- 


ken in quite different Views by different People, 


it requires that I ſhould be a little Circumſtantial. 
The late Sir Samuel Cooke was ſo far from being 
the factious Perſon he is repreſented, or attach 'd 


to any Party, eſpecially the Tories, that in the 


Year 1711, when he was firft elected Lord Mayor 
by the Board of Aldermen, he was diſapproved: by 
the Lord Juſtices, ' Sir Conflantine Phipps the 
Archbiſhop of Tzam, and Privy Council. In 1712 
he was again elected, and happening to be appro- 


ring 
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tors of hoth 
their: Prezenfions higher, a Note or fo, than their 
Piteh will bear, it will only render the Parallel the 
more obvious. If the late Sir Samuel Cooke inſiſted 
on a Power in the Lord Mayor which of right did 
not belong to him, which, if he did or not, we 
mall preſently, enquire, he was ſupported in it and 
- animated to it by the concurrent Opinion of all the 


6. 
ring: bis f 
Iau * imes, wt hd 2 Ae 


r as irreprehenſible as any who have 


ated ; in that Station eixher betore or ſince. — Times 


in which ao. Enquiry. was made, whether Aber 
Dae , bat E he Was bg. oc 
Tory, or auy - ed by his Pro ity 
hut by his Party 1979 T4 ehaviour y private L 12 
be . it e if is was held in cſtcerh on one 
Side, he — j on n . 
beld to be an Man by the one, was aſl] 
counted 4 very great Rogue by the other: Neither 
was this allz if 2 Man cudcayourcd. to con ut 
I ſo, as to appear indifferent to 1 


be found, himſelf rather in a worſe Condition 


— —4 then fliled a Trimmer, and hated or a 


In ſuch ſociable and comfortable Tine s theſe, 


it was the Fate of the late Sir Samuel Cooke to be 


diſtinguiſhable in the Eyes of the Publick: to one 


Party or che others infallibly he muſt be obnbxious, 
and lying his Account for this, I hope I may be 
allowed only to ſuppoſe, that he caſt about and en- 
deavoured, as far as in him lay, to prelerve his In- 
tegrity. For my own rticular Part, I cannot 
diſcover any Reaſon in the Nature of Things, why 
the Dignity. and Authority of a chief Magiſtrate 


-may not with equal Juſtice be inſiſted on and aſ- 
ſerted as well as that of a Common Council Man, 


h it ſhould, happen that the Aſſer- 
uld be in rhe wrong, and carry 


and even 


of 


2 then in being; had Mr. Lucas any Shadow 


LEN: 
of the like. to 11 his Cocky chen 
mighr ftrut, and his Gander gape with ene ig- 
ii 5 2% 101 n 2101093. 
The firſt thing 1 find laid hold on to attatk the 
Character of the late Sir Suma Coote 19} that he 
ſtrained the Authority of a Lord Mayor roo far in 
canfining the Board of Aldetmen to- the Electiom 
ol one out of three of bis ow-n naming, Without 
baving firſt the A pprobarion ot the Board to the 
tee be ſhould propoſe. The Second is, that he 
continued and acted às Lord Myyor for better thaui 
two Years, without being elected; and contrary td 
a By Law, Mich. Af. 13 Fat. r. whereby iris en- 
acted. That no Perion be elected, admitrecꝭ ur con- 
tinued, Mayor of Dublm, two Years Oy 
"agg To both af which'I ſhall ſpeak in rhei 
> Es 477+ no a eee 
To the Firſt, I humbly conceive, if Sir Sammel 
Cooke had not right, he had Reaſon on His Side. The 
By-Law of the XI EIlxab. enacting that every A. 
derman ſhall keep his Turn, for bearing tit Charge 
of Mayoralty according to his Antientſe; Ido nor 
find to hare been obſerved wih any degree of Strict · 
nels, lor if it had, it would of it ſelf point out rhe 
ſucceeding Mayors at all Times, and thete would 
have been no occaſion even for the Förni of an R. 
lection: Whereas we find by the Poll Papers; 164 f 
ree , Aldermen put in Nomination för Mayor; 
Which had that By-Law been in Force, would have 
been entirely unneceſſary y/ and this was ſeven Years 
before it was anulled by the pretended By=ILaw; 
1672. paſs'd inthe Time of the Ufurpation, which 
veſts the Nomination ot three Perſons Who have 
not ſerved in their own Right, for Election in the 
Mayor and Aldermen. Now this laſt mentioned By- 
Law being quite unneceſfary, rhe Pritice of no» 
minating Three being uſed before, and made ar a 
Time when no legitimate Authority exiſted. How 
it ſhould alter the Conſtituxion of the City I c 
g not 


D 
hot conceive, eſpecially, Practice and Uſage both 
before, and ſince being. conſtantly againſt it. I fa 


by 
againſt it, for at all Times, 4 Elections for 
Mayors. was the Cuſtom that the Nomination, of 


Three, out of which one was to be choſen was in the 
Mayor ſolely; appears; very, plain, to ſüppole tlie 
contrary: being, childiſh and abſurd. | To ſuppoſe 
the Concurrence of the Aldermen neceſſary, is to 
ſuppoſe the Mayor, to have no luffüende at all, 
which I preſume is not intended, for to ſuppoſe 
that the Three out of the Twenty Four ate to be ap- 
proved by the Aldermen, is to ſuppoſe that the 


whole Twenty Four are laid before them for their 


ien which is not the Queſtion,” is falle in 
Fact, and is even ſuppoſing nothing at all. Neither 
doth the Certificate or Remonſtrance, I know not 
which to call it, ſigned by Twenty of the Alder- 
men, and dated 15th February, 1713. impòrting 
that thoſe of them who had been Lord Mayors, 
had conſerred with their Brethren the Aldermen, 
and had their Approbation of the Perſons to be e- 
lected Lord Mayor and Sheriffs, and that they never 
apprehended that any Lord Mayor before Sir Samuel 
Cooke ever pretended to the ſole Right of, nominate 
ing three Aldermen to be put in Election for th 

Mayoralty, without the Concurrence, and àgainſt 
the Conſent ot the Majority of the Board of Alder. 
men, e think to the Purpole, there being 4 
very wide Difference between conferring with Men 
about matterb of Importance, and acknowledging 
their Authority to decide. It is common with Pe c- 
ple every Day, of all Stations, to confer with, and 
conſult their Friends about the ir private Affairs, and 
yet in their Conduct be wholly guided by their own 
Judgment ; and the like Practice is becomin 


enough in thoſe who have the Management of pub: 

lick Concerns; but I do not apprehend that che 

Lord Mayor, as Lord, Mayor is under any mote con- 

ſtraint in that Reſpect, than is the private Perſon 3 
n : 1 a * * ; ar 


I 4 


+ Bind this, becauſe we find that thoſe Conferences 
- Wrcferred to were held at * his own Houſe, and paſs'd 
at his Table, and no doubt the Concurrence ot the 
Aldermen was pleaſing, and not without its due 
weight in influencing his Judgment; bur at the 
Tholſel, and as a Magiſtrate, the Propoſal came 
ever as wholly from himſelf. It is not Improbable 
but every Alderman preſent knew before who the 
Perſons to be put in Nomination were, nay, who 
the Perfon to be elected was, but there it was, that 
the whole Form was to be gone thro', both Nomi- 
nation and Election to render either the one or the 
other Valid; beſides, it is not at all alledg'd that 
any Alderman was applyed to there for his Advice 
in this Caſe; no, but tor his Choice. How Whim- 
ſically muſt we luppoſe them to employ their Time. 
ſhould- they ſay, let us firſt chuſe I hree” out of 
Twenty Four, and then out of thoſe Three ler us 
chuſe One; Why this idle Ceremony? could not 
One be elected directly out of the Twenty Four 
without this unneceflary/Culling? and would not 
this be exactly the Caſe if the Ceriificate had any 
Weight? Theſe things conſidered, I hope it will 
appear, that the late Sir Samuel Cooke did by no 
means act in the Arbitrary, unprecedented Manner 
he is ſome times repreſented to have done, at leaſt 
that he had ſome colour of Reaſon for his Proceed- 
ing. | USE ee | 282 
if it ſhould be objected, that by putting Alder. 
man Conſtantine in Nomination, Sir Samuel Cooke did 
in effect Name but two Perſons to be elected, Con- 
fantine having betore paſſed the Cuſhion, it is to be 
remembred that notwithſtanding the form of Electi- 
on required three Perſons to be named, yet regard 
Was generally had to Seniority, of the few Inſtan- 
des there are to the contrary, Alderman Conſbantine 


* Aſſidavit of Sir John Eccles. | 
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is one of them, who in 1409 being put in Election 
together with Alderman; Forreſt, aud Alderman. Ec- 
cles, it was carryed for Forreſi, who was junior to 
Gonffantine, therefore that it might not appear that 


any Indignity was thereby put on Conſtantine, he 


was at his own Requeſt ſuffered; to pais above the 
Cuſhion, and permitted to wear Scarlet, which is 
the Diſtinction of thoſe, Who have at ually ſerved, 
He, however petitioned the Eafl of Mharton, then 
Lord Lieutenant, and the Privy Council againſt the 
Approbation of Forreſt, who was notwithſtanding 
approved and Sworn. In 1714, he again revived 
his Claim of Seniority, and petitioned Sir Conſtan- 
ine 'Phips, and General Iugeldsby, then Lords Juſti- 
ces and no lets than ſix different Elections were 
by means of it diſapproved... Barlow; Bage, Quin, 
Cooke, "Halton, and Har ſan, at length à Seventh 
that of Gore was approved; I ſuppoſe, the Privy 
Coũncil finding their Endedyours to be in vain to 
bring ebe City to a Compliance with regard to him, 
tho' tlie then Lord Mayor, Alderman Forreſt, ſo 


© farrcoiplyet as to put him three Times of the Se- 


ven in Nomination. The next Vear following, 
Alderman ' Cooke Was again elected and, approved, 
tho' Canſlantine was in Election, and ſtood in Com- 
petition with him, and if he, Alderman, Cooke did 
again put him in Nomination, he did no more than 
what his three immediate Predeceſſors, Forre/, 


Fuge, and Gore had done without any Imputation 


therefore caſt upon them. His deterence to Au- 
thority cannot weil be conſtrued into Perycrſnels 


or Obſtinacy, eſpecially towards a Man, by whole 
means he had himſelf been rejected, nor into Ob- 
ſequibuſnels to a Party by whom he had. been diſap- 
s proved, 2 iS; 


The next thing to be diſcuſs'd is, that he the late 


Sir Samuel Coof# continued and acted as Lord Mayot 
for better than two Vears, without being re- elected, 


and eontrary to an expreſs By-Law. — as 


ebeir Errand; he thought This a lictle unreaſonable 


( 11 ) 
If it could be alledg'd that he did this Wilfully 
or Arbitrarily, the Action muſt be condemned as 
manifeſt Uturpation ; nay, if he neglected to uſe al 
proper” Means to avoid it, I hall agree that he was 
to all intents and purpoſes Inexcuſeable, but as the 
ditect contrary can be readily and fully made appear, 
Thope he may be acquitted, at leaſt gf any Malig» 
nity. tt 20 Hr ret narration 
It would ſeem that at Eafter Aſſembly, 1713. t 
uſual Time tor appointing the ſucceeding Lor 
Mayor, there was au entire good Underſtanding be- 
tween him and the board ot Alderman according 
ro uſtom he put three Aldermen in Nomination 
for a Succeſſor, of whom Alderman Stayte was clect- 
ed, but ſuch continued to be the Variance between 
the then Government, and the City, that Stopie 
was dilapprov'd and a new Election as in the I1me 
of his Fredeceſſors required z accordingly. he pro- 
poſed a ſecond Nomination, having ſtill regard, as 
was ulual, to Seniority, and then began the Con- 
reſt. The Aldermen held it to be their RIGHT 
to know and approve the Perſons in Nomination 
before they were propoſed for Election. The Lord 
Mayor held it not to be as u RIGHT, but as a Fa- 


"nur and mark of Confidence repoled in them, but 
that che Right ot Nomination was ſolely ig him, 2s 


that ot Election was in them, of which Matter L 
have already ex preſs'd my Sentiments. Upon Ws | 
Lucas's Principles at lealt, we cannot condemn the 

late Sir Samuel Cooke for not giving up at once a 


Right he took to be inherent to bis Office. He 


ght, indeed, differ with Mr. Lucas in ot el. 


might e Fe 
pect, and be ſo weak as not to count Sell-ſufficien- 


cy among the neceſſary Requiſites to conſtitute a 
great Patriot, and therefore thought it not 1 
deliberate and take a little Advice. But behold, 
this muſt not be permitted him. The Aldermen, 
they ſaid, were aſſembled to chule a Mayor, and 
they were determined they would not go WUhqur 
I 


Here 


* 
N 4 


a a L 123 
Here was a Matter ot Right in queſtion and no De- 
ciſion upon it juſt ſtarted and in its own Nature 

Wholly new. Should he yield the Point, he ran the 

Hazard of being upbraided by his Succeſſors of hay. 

N ing betrayed theirlntereſt and knawing that no Time 
4 | had yet been waſted in the Affair, the firſt Nomina - 
tion having been the 17th ot April and this the 8th of 
may, he thought proper to withdraw and in his ab- 

| ſence theAldermen took upon them to elect Alderman 

| Thomas Pleaſant, which Election they certified un- 
der their Hands to the Government and Privy Coun- 

| cil. What was to be expected from ſuch an unprece. 

* dented Manner of Proceeding? Their former Election 

which was Regular and done in concurrence with 
the Lord Mayor had been rejected: They knew 

themſelves to be in no Meaſure of Favour with the 
Perſons then in Power; they had the ijuſteſt ground 
to apprehend that Schemes were then in agitation 
pernicious and deſtrudive to the whole Community 
as well as their Corporation, that their Rights Civil 
and Religious were all at ſtake: 1 hat the prevail- 
ing Faction would take hold ot any Handle to mor- 
tifie and humble them, and this they ineonſiderately 
gave them. By this Step they broke all Meaſures 

1 with the L. ord Mayor and put it out of his Power, 

had he upon recollection been fo diſpoſed, to yield 
up the Right contended tor. What could they in 

ſuch Circumſtances expect but what did happen? 
A K ſolution oi Council rej cting their Election and 
condemning their Pretentions, tortified with the 
Opinion of the Attorney and Solicitor General of 
England and of all the Judges in Ireland. | ſhould be 
very glad, only for halt an Hour, meerly out of 
Curiouſity to ſee our preſent Patriot, Mr. Lucas, 
in the place of Sir Samuel Cooke at this Conjuncture. 
He certainly would afford a Scene of Pleaſantry well 
worthy of Attention and if ever Man was gratified 
in a darling Paſſion it would be him — Then Alder- | 
men! take Care of yourſelves! Ye Slaves! Ye Car- 
dinals! Ye Ferter-forgers! But it cannot be — | 
I 1 har | 
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thatSirSamuel Cooke behaved other than as a Man who 
had a due Regard to Decencv. He became as far 
as in him lay of a Party with the Aldermen, He 
propoſed to them a third Nomination, which was 
accepted, but too late. Alderman Bolton was elected: 
But Sir Conſtantine Phips*had got too fair a hold for 
humbling the City readily to part with it. They 
were now become Parties, the Government and 
the Aldermen; a Committee of Aldermen went 
ro England to ſolicite on their Part, and Nutley one 
of the Judges was ſent there with InflruQions from 
the Reſt ro ſupport their Opinion, during which no 
Succeſſor was appointed to Sir Samuel Cooke, Bolton 
being diſapproved, the Government ſeeming deter- 
mined to have Conſtantins or none, and him the Al- 
dermen, for very good Reaſons, would not chuſe. 
Muſt then, in ſo tumultuous Times as thoſe, fo 


great a City be without a Magiſtrate or be governed 
by one, more than ſutpected to be a Papiſt ? Mult | 


he quit the Chair before he be ſuperſeded, or lay 
down the Rod when a Proteſtant would nor be ſuf- 
fered to take it up. Authority mult ſurely ſome- 
where or other be lodg'd in every civilifed Country, 


.and where more naturally in this than in the Dele- 
gates of the Crown, from which all Magiſtracy and 
Dignities are derived; they refuſed to accept ot his 
Surrender. What then muſt he do? Reaſon ſays, he 
. mult hold over. Abſolute and direct Neceſſity re- 
quireth it and it was not to be avoided. but be it 
admitted that the like was never done by any Mayor 


before. When was the like Neceſſity? The Caſe of 


Sir Fobn Eccles, brought in by both Parties as a Par- 
ralell, will appear nothing upon Compariſon. 


There was hut the delay of one Day occaſioned by 


the Privy Council in his Cale, in the other there 


was no determination at all. The Approbation of 
Gore who ſucceeded Eccles happened not to be re- 


turned from the Council cill the Azonday atter 
. Michaelmas Day, which then tell of a Saturday and 


Gore was {worn Lord Mayor the enluing edne/day, 
a ſo 


(14) 

(49% Rocles, his wearing or not wearing his Gown 
2 intervenivg Tue/day could not effect very 
any one except himſelf, and he was of a Con- 
bangen realonably robuſt. Befides Sir Fohn Eccles 
ing an. e anal 15 might at that Time 


hare 1b 1 85 calon to be more than ordinary 
So that every thing conſidered, ns 


Nasen in 4:4 Point, any more than his Prudenc 
in others, which I believe no one will chuſe to copy 
aftcr, cannot well be brought as a Pattern. 
I have, I contcls, taken up more Time than TI 
fear will be for Ive by thoſe it may moſt concern 
relation-to the late Sir Samucl Cooke, ' but I was 
1 irued to it thro” Indignation, to fee the living 
wound 7 in the Character of the dead. If it be a 
8 85 it plump in with the reſt of Mr. Lucas's, 
aſe Conduct hath p rovoked me to it and made 
Ae It the ihe Sir Samuel Cookg was faulty, 
is lor 13 one to his Account. Whatſoever 
1 rors he might have had they were not of 
9 — to diſcredit his Family, at leaſt his Majeſty 
thinks ſo, otherways he would not have entailed 
Honours on his Poſterity. But this, I hope, is not 
the only thing wherein his Majeſty and Mr. Lucas 
differ in Opinion, or elſe he would have a very mean 
Opinion ot ſome of the very beſt of his Subje&ts, 
la Page 37. he ſays of the preſent Sir Samuel 
_ Cooke, that © a certain Portion of the Tolls of the 
* City, ſertled upon the Hoſpital, are now, or 
600 #5. lately bcen ſer or ſold, by an Agreement 
ec with the uluiping Governors, to Alderman Sir 
ee Samuel Cooke, Bart. at his own Terms.“ 
The beſt Antwer to this baſe Paragraph, is the 
Pn Affidav it, exhibited in the e Pa- 


Per of this City. 


County of the City of Publ T Hereas it hath 
25 to wit. been reported 
and publiſhed, that Sir Samuel Cooke of tbe /aid 


City, Bart. Laib contra Hed with the Governors of 2 he 
1 ue 


r 


\ 


(15 ) 
Blue Coat Hoſpital for the Toll Corn of this City, at 
the Rate of Four Shillings and Sixpence a Barrel as a © 
ronſtant Price, or upon his own Terms, to the Preju- 
dice of the ſaid Hoſpital. Now Robert Burrowes, 
Superviſor and Inſpector of the City Toll Corn, came 
this Day before me and made Oath. that he hath been 
in the ſaid Employment upward of twenty Tears, du- 
ring which time the ſaid Sir Samuel Cooke never 
bought any of the City Toll Corn but the Bere and 
Barley thereof, and that before the Delivery of any 
Parcel of Toll Bere or Barley to the ſaid Sir Samuel 
Cooke, he this Deponent made a new Bargain for the 


ſame, which always was at the higheſt Price that upon 


the beſt Inquiry Deponent could make was grven in the 
publick Markets for bere or Barley, Deponent making 
an Allowance to the ſaid Sir Samuel Cooke from fix 


Pence to twelve Pence à Barrel, and no more, to the 


beſt of Deponent's Remembrance and Belief, for the 


Difference occaſioned by the ſeveral Mixtures therein, 


and the Length of time in gathering the ſame ; Depo- 
nent always unaerfiood and believes, that the ſaid Toll 
Corn ſolely belorged to the City of Dublin, independent 


of the ſaid Blue Coat Hoſpital, for that Deponent was 


appointed by the ſaid City of Dublin to the ſaid Em- 
ployment, and likewiſe appointed by them to diſpoſe of 
ſaid Toll Bere and Barley; and depoſeth, that no Go» 
vernor of ſaid Hoſpital, ever directed this Deponent to 
fell the ſaid Toll Bere or Barley to the ſaid Sir Samuel 
Cooke, nor did this Deponent ever fix any certain 
Price for the ſame, but ſold the ſame as the Markets 
roſe or fell, and believes This ſaid Sir Samuel Cooke 
paid for the ſame as bigh à Price as would be given by 


any other Per ſon. 


Sworn before me the 22d of September 149. 
RonERT BUR ROwES ROB. ROSS, 


KF FM £7. 
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